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DETAILED ACTION 

1. This action is response to communications: application, filed 10/25/2001; amendment 
filed 06/23/2005. Claims 1-27 are pending. Claim 1, 4, 6-20, 23-25, Claims 2-3 are canceled. 
Claims 28-47 are added as new claims by applicant. 

2. The applicant's argument file on 06/23/2005 have fiiUy considered but they are moot 
in view with new ground for rejection 

Claim rejections-35 USC § 103 

The following is a quotation of 35 U.S.C. 103(a) which forms the basis for all 
obviousness rejections set forth in this Office action: 

(a) A patent may not be obtained though the invention is not identically disclosed or descry 
bed as set forth in section 102 of this title, if the differences between the subject matter sought to be patented and the 

prior art are such that the subject matter as a whole would have been obvious at the time the invention was made to a 

person having ordinary skill in the art to which said subject matter pertains. Patentability shall not be negatived by 

the manner in which the invention was made. 

1) Claims 1, 4-5, 8, 10, 13, 15-18, 20, 24-25, 28-36, 39-40, 44, 46 are rejected under 35 
U.S.C 103(a) as being un-patentable over Martin et al. (U.S 5,979,754), in view of Varma 
(U.S. 5,850,753) 

In referring to claim J, which is exemplary with claims 29 and 35-36. 39-40, 44, 46: 

Martin discloses the invention substantially as claimed, including a system, which can be 
implemented in a computer hardware or software code for administering access to one or more 
doors comprising: 
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(a) A module for managing access privilege of one or more individuals for each door and 
assigning access authorization to each individual for the door: (Martin discloses a door control 
apparatus utilized a control system includes a computer for store and process data. The computer 
programmed implements to store the identity of all doors and rooms requiring the control in a 
given facility. The program will also include an identification of all individuals authorized to 
have entry to all or specific room of the facility and can associate a specific entry card with each 
room and each authorized person: colunm 3, lines 42-57; column 4, lines 66-67; colunm 5, lines 
1-32 

(b) A door database for storing a door identification uniquely assigned to each door and 
information on each authorized individual for each door: (Martin discloses the computer stores a 
key unique to each of the users, for stores an identification code unique to each of the doors. It 
assigns access authorization to at least one user for each door: column 3, lines 42-57; column 4, 
lines 66-67; column 5, lines 1-32; column 9, lines 35-44) 

(c) A module for changing data stored in the door database: (Martin discloses when guest 
room check out, the computer will delete the guest personal information fi-om the database: 
column 7, lines 30-44) 

A door control/lock assembly mount on each door, the door control/lock assembly: 
(Martin discloses "entry card reader" which is equivalent to "door lock/control" is positioned 
adjacent each guest room door. Martin discloses that when the guest runs the proper "credit card" 
which is equivalent to "room key" through his/her guest room card reader, a door lock release 
apparatus at the guest room door will open the lock, this process is shared identical functionality 
with the limitation "A door lock/control assembly moxmted on each door for reading the key 
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presented by the user, for verifying that the key has access authorization, and for operating the 
door in response to the authorization for access." Furthermore, Martin discloses a method of 
using paging transmitters and paging receivers to transmit information from a central control 
system to individual door control units located at each controlled door. If the "computer" which 
is equivalent to "door/key administering system" recognizes and accepts that guest card as an 
approved key, then computer generates a signal which is sent to the door transceiver causing the 
lock to open to an "approved card" which is equivalent to " room key." Martin's door control 
system meets the limitation "The door lock/control assembly being communicatively connected 
to the door/key administering system via the commxmications network:" column 6, lines 6-67; 
column 4, lines 4-45; column 3, lines 47-55; column 4, lines 9-22; column 5, lines 1-32) 

The door control/lock assembly, the door administering system and the key administering 
system communicating with each other through a communication network, the door control/lock 
assembly for identifying a user key when it is presented by a user, and for operating the door 
based on the access privilege of the user when the identified key of the user is the key of a key 
owner who is an authorized individual having access authorization to the door: (Martin discloses 
"guest's credit card" is equal to "unique key" for the assigned room. When the guest runs the 
proper credit card through his/her guest room card reader, a door lock release apparatus at the 
guest room door will open the lock: column 3, lines 47-55, column 4, lines 15-16) 

However, Martin does not explicitly teach a key administering system for administering 
one or more keys separately from the administration of the access to the door, each key being 
uniquely assigned to a key owner, the key administering system having: a key database for 
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storing one or more keys for each key owner, and a module for changing data stored in the key 
database 

However, Varma discloses "a card reader" which is equivalent to "a key administering 
system" can be updated by itself with "a new access code" which is equivalent to "a key." When 
the guest departures, the hotel cleaning staff changes the guest access code from card reader. The 
computer at front desk is physically separated with card reader and updated the new access code, 
see (Varma: colunm 1, lines 31-59) 

Thus, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Varma' s ideas of the hotel staff changes access code for card 

reader with Martin's system in order to provide separated operation system those either can 

•J 

update guest access code , see (Varma: column 1, lines 31-59) 
In referrin2 to claim 4^ the limitation: 

In addition to rejection in claim 1, Martin further discloses wherein the door control/lock 
assembly carries out the authorization process when the communication between the door 
control/lock assembly and the door and key administering system is interrupted: (Martin 
discloses that after the guest runs the "proper credit card" is "room key" through "his/her guest 
room card reader" which is equal to "door control/lock assembly", the "computer" which is 
equal to "door administering system" recognizes and accepts that the guest card as an approved 
key, then a signal is transmitted to the door transceiver causing the lock to open to an approved 
card: column 4, lines 21-45, 62-67; column 7, lines 30-44) 

In referrin2 to claims Sand 24, the limitation: 
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In addition to rejection in claims 1 and 24, Martin further discloses wherein the 
conununications network includes wireless communications network: (Martin discloses a door 
control apparatus useable in buildings or other facilities having many locked doors or rooms and 
requiring controlled access to the room. Martin discloses the method of using wireless 
communication to transfer information between the "computer" which is equivalent to "door/key 
administering system" located lock control center and guest room card reader located at guest 
room: abstract: lines 1-17; column 3, lines 62-67; column 4, lines 9-22, 58-62) 

In referrins to claims 8* 16, 32: 

In addition to rejection in claim 1, Martin further discloses wherein the key includes a 
key of the key owner includes signature unique to the respective key owner which is not unique 
to the door and recognizable by the door control/lock assembly: (Martin discloses that "the credit 
card is a key for the assigned room" which represents "key owner." Martin discloses when the 
guest runs the proper credit card through his guest "room card reader" which is equal to "door 
control/lock assembly", then door lock release apparatus at the guest room door will open the 
lock: column 3, lines 44-56; column 4, lines 15-16) 

In referrin2 to claim 10. the limitation: 

In addition to rejection in claim 1, Martin further discloses an identification device for 
reading the user's key presented by the users of the key: (Martin discloses a guest room "credit 
card reader" which is equal to "an identification device" for reading the "credit card" which is 
equivalent to "room key" presented by the users: coluirm 3, lines 44-56) 

A lock adapted to be operated in response to the authorization from the door and key 
administering system; an embedded controller for controlling the operation of the identification 
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device and the lock, and the authorization process: (Martin discloses if the "computer" which is 
equivalent to "door/key administering system" that is located at a central control center 
recognizes and accepts that guest card as an approved card, then the computer generates a signal 
which is sent to door transceiver causing the lock to open to an "approved card" which is 
equivalent to "room key: column 4, lines 1-45, 65-67; column 5, lines 1-30) 
In referrins to claim 13. the limitation: 

In addition to rejection in claim 5, Martin further discloses wherein the door control/lock 
assembly further includes a wireless transmitter/receiver: (Martin disclosed method of using 
wireless communication between transmitter and guest room door wireless receivers: column 4, 
lines 1-67; column 5, lines 1-30) 

In referrins to claim 15. the limitation: 

In addition to rejection in claim 10, Martin further discloses wherein the embedded 
controller includes a database for storing information on the keys and users such that, when the 
communication between the door assembly and the door and key administering system is 
interrupted. The door control/lock assembly can carry out the authorization process for the door 
associated therewith: (Martin discloses "computer" which is equivalent to "database" for storing 
information on "the guest's credit cards" which is equivalent to "room keys", identity of all 
doors and rooms requiring control in given facility, and identification of all individuals 
authorized to have entry to all or specific rooms of facility and can associate a "specific card" 
which is equal to "room key" with each room and each authorized person. Martin also discloses 
when the guest runs the proper credit card through his/her guest room card reader, if the 
computer which be located at central control center recognizes and accepts that "guest card" as 
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an "approved key" then computer generates a signal which is sent to the door transceiver causing 
the lock to open to an "approved card" which is equivalent to "room key:" abstract, lines 6-12; 
column 3, lines 42-57; column 5, lines 1-32; column 4, lines 21-45, 62-67; column 7, lines 30- 
44) 

In referrins to claim 17, the limitation: 

Martin discloses the invention substantially as disclosed in claim 1, but does not 
explicitly teach wherein the door administering system is physically separated from the key 
administering system 

However, Varma discloses "the computer as front desk" is equivalent to "the door 
administering system" and "card reader" is equivalent to "the key administering system", see 
(Varma: column 1 , lines 31-39) 

Thus, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Varma's ideas of the hotel staff changes access code for card 
reader with Martin's system in order to provide separated operation system those either can 
update guest access code, see (Varma: column 1, lines 31-59) 

In referrins to claim 18, the limitation: 

In addition to rejection in claim 1, Martin further discloses wherein the stored data 
pertaining to the keys and the doors can be updated when required by a door administrator and 
stored data pertaining to the keys can be updated when required by a key administrator: (Martin 
discloses a "control system" which is equivalent to "the guest registration system" includes a 
computer programmed to include the identity of all doors, rooms and a list of "specific entry 
card" is equivalent to "room key" with each room and each authorized person. Martin discloses 
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the guest registration system will assign the guest an available room, and "store" is equal to 
"update" the credit card identity information as a key for assigned room. Then upon check-out 
from the place of lodging, the computer simply "removes" is equal to "updates" the credit card 
identity information from the memory and cared ceases to function as a guest room key, this 
process is shared functionality with the limitation "the stored data pertaining to the keys and the 
doors can be updated when required:" colunm 3, lines 42-49; column 4, lines 66-67; column 5, 
lines 1-11; column 7, lines 30-44) 
In referrin2 to claim 20: 

Martin discloses the invention substantially as claimed, including a method, which can be 
implemented in a computer hardware or software code for administering access to one or more 
doors comprising: 

At the door server, administering access to one or more doors, including: 
Managing access privilege of one or more individuals for each door and assigning access 
authorization to each individual for the door; At a door database, storing a door identification 
uniquely assigned to each door and information on each authorized individual for each door, data 
stored in the door database being updatable: (Martin discloses "the computer" which is shared 
functionality with "door database" which stores the identity of all doors and rooms requiring 
control in a given facility, and identification of all individuals authorized to have entry to all or 
specific rooms of the facility and can associate a "specific entry card" which is equivalent to 
"room key" with each room and each authorized person: colunm 3, lines 42-57; column 4,lines 
22-45; column 5, lines 1-30; column 7, lines 30-44) 
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At a door control/lock assembly, identifying a user key presented by a user: comparing 
the identified key to the keys of the key owner and verifying that the identified key is a key of a 
key owner who is an authorized individual having access authorization to the door; and operating 
the door based on the access privilege of the individual: (Martin discloses "entry card reader" 
which is equivalent to "door lock/control" is positioned adjacent each guest room door. Martin 
discloses that when the guest runs the proper "credit card" which is equivalent to "room key" 
through his/her guest room card reader, a door lock release apparatus at the guest room door will 
open the lock, this process is shared identical functionality with the limitation "A door 
lock/control assembly mounted on each door for reading the key presented by the user, for 
verifying that the key has access authorization, and for operating the door in response to the 
authorization for access." Furthermore, Martin discloses a method of using paging transmitters 
and paging receivers to transmit information from a central control system to individual door 
control units located at each controlled door. The computer recognizes and accepts that guest 
card as an approved key, then computer generates a signal which is sent to the door transceiver 
causing the lock to open to an "approved card" which is equivalent to " owner key:" column 6, 
lines 6-67; column 4, lines 4-45; column 3, lines 47-55; column 4, lines 9-22; column 5, lines 1- 
32) 

However, Martin does not explicitly disclose at a key server, administering one or more 
keys separately from the administration of the access to the door, each key uniquely assigned to a 
key owner, including; 

A key database, storing one or more keys for each key owner, the keys being implements 
by key signatures, data stored in the key database being updatable 
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However, Varma discloses "a card reader" which is equivalent to "a key administering 
system" can be updated by itself with "a new access code" which is equivalent to "a key." The 
computer at front desk is physically separated with card reader. When the guest departures, the 
hotel cleaning staff changes the guest access code from card reader, see (Varma: column 1, lines 
31-59) 

Thus, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Varma's ideas of the hotel staflF changes access code for card 
reader with Martin's system in order to provide separated operation system those either can 
update guest access code, see (Varma: column 1, lines 31-59) 

In referrin2 to claim 25, which is exemplary with claim 47: 

Martin discloses the invention substantially as claimed, including a system architecture, 
which can be implemented in a computer hardware or software code for administering access to 
one or more doors comprising: 

A Meta server being adapted to server as an address reference among the door 
administering systems and the key management systems, which are separately part of each door 
access control and key management system. The Meta server being conununicatively and 
operatively connected to each of the door access control and key management systems via the 
communications network, wherein the Meta server contains the address of each separate door 
administering system and key management system each with its associated unique key ID codes 
and unique door ID codes and each door access control and key management system contains the 
address of the Meta Server such that any key owner, whose keys are administered by any key 
administrating system, can be granted access privilege at any door which is administered by any 
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door administering system: (Martin discloses a "the computer" which is equivalent to "Meta 
server" which stores the identity of all doors and rooms requiring control in a given facility, and 
identification of all individuals authorized to have entry to all or specific rooms of the facility 
and can associate a specific entry card with each room and each authorized person. Also Martin 
discloses a method of using paging transmitters and paging receivers to transmit information 
from "computer" as "Meta server" at central control system to individual door control units 
located at each controlled door: column 3, lines 42-57, lines 62-67; column 4, lines 1-45; column 
5, lines 1-32) 

However, Martin does not explicitly disclose separately part of each door access control 
and key management system. The Meta server being communicatively and operatively connected 
to each of the door access control and key management systems via the commimications network 

However, Varma discloses "a card reader" which is equivalent to "a key administering 
system" can be updated by itself with "a new access code" which is equivalent to "a key." The 
computer at front desk is physically separated with card reader. When the guest departures, the 
hotel cleaning staff changes the guest access code from card reader, then the computer updates 
the new access code to provide to next guest, see (Varma: column 1, lines 3 1-59) 

Thus, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Varma' s ideas of the hotel staff changes access code for card 
reader with Martin's system in order to provide separated operation system those either can 
update guest access code, see (Varma: column 1, lines 31-59) 

In referrins to claim 28: 
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Martin discloses the invention substantially as disclosed in claim 1, but does not 
explicitly teach wherein the key owner of a key is capable of changing the key of that key owner 
at the key database 

However, Varma discloses when the guest departures, the hotel cleaning staff changes the 
guest access code from card reader, then the computer updates the new access code to provide to 
next guest, see (Varma: column 1, lines 31-59) 

Thus, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Varma' s ideas of the hotel staff changes access code for card 
reader with Martin's system in order to provide separated operation system those either can 
update guest access code, see (Varma: column 1, lines 31-59) 

In referrine to claims 30-31: 

Martin discloses the invention substantially as disclosed in claim 1, further includes 
wherein the door administering system is administered by one or more door administrator: 
Martin discloses a "the computer" which represented of "door administering system" which 
stores the identity of all doors and rooms requiring control in a given facility, and identification 
of all individuals authorized to have entry to all or specific rooms of the facility and can 
associate a specific entry card with each room and each authorized person: column 3, lines 42- 
57, lines 62-67; column 4, lines 1-45; column 5, lines 1-32) 

But Martin does not explicitly teach the key administering system is administered by one 
or more key administrators 
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However, Varma discloses when the guest departures, the hotel cleaning staff changes the 
guest access code from card reader, then the computer updates the new access code to provide to 
next guest, see (Varma: column 1, lines 31-59) 

Thus, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Varma' s ideas of the hotel staff changes access code for card 
reader with Martin's system in order to provide separated operation system those either can 
update guest access code, see (Varma: column 1, lines 31-59) 

In referrins to claims 41-43: 

Martin discloses the invention substantially as disclosed in claim 1, further includes 
wherein the system gathers information includes: time of attempt to access a door, and 
identification of user who attempted the access, and information on attempts to gain access to the 
door by an unknown individual: (column 1, lines 21-34; column 2, lines 55-65) 

2) Claim 9 is rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being un-patentable over Martin in 
view of Varma, and further in view of Flick (U.S 6,130,606) 

In referrins to claim 9: 

Martin - Varma discloses the invention substantially as disclosed in claim 1, but does not 
explicitly teach wherein the communication and authorization process between the door and key 
administering system and door control/clock assembly are carried out in a form of encrypted 
signals or message 

However, Flick discloses a vehicle security system includes a controller may alternately 
generates door lock and un-lock commands responsive to the remote transmitter. Flick discloses 
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the security system simply ignores signals other than properly encrypted signals from the remote 
transmitter, see (Flick: abstract, lines 1, 14-15; column 1, lines 64-67; column 2, lines 1-7). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify "wireless information signals" of Martin- Varma to "encrypted 
signals" that are sent from remote transmitter to receiver which is connected to microprocessor 
of vehicle security system as taught in York. The combination would have been obvious because 
on of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to deter vehicle theft see (Flick; column 
1, lines 24-25). 

3) Claims 14 and 45 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being un-patentable over 
Martin in view of Varma, and further in view of Dunhame et al. (U.S 5,541,585) 
In referrin2 to claim 14, which is exemplary with claim 45: 

Martin - Varma discloses the invention substantially as disclosed in claims 1 and 36, but 
does not explicitly teach wherein the door control/lock assembly further includes a module for 
assisting in the operation of the door control/lock assembly and sensing the status of the door, the 
assisting and sensing module including one or more of the following: a door open sensor, a 
speaker and microphone assembly, a camera, an activity fight, a buzzer, a call button, a battery 
condition sensor, a smoke sensor, a temperature sensor 

However Dunhame discloses a security system for controlling building access that 
includes door open sensor, speaker and microphone, "dim light" which is equivalent to "activity 
light" and camera, see (Dunhame: column 5, lines 14-48; column 6, lines 51; column 7, lines 28- 
29). 
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It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify "guest room door" of Martin- Varma to "controlled portal such as 
door" which has mechanisms for securing the door such as door open sensor, speaker and 
microphone, "dim light" which is equivalent to "activity light" and camera as taught by 
Dunhame. The combination would have been obvious because on of ordinary skill in the art 
would have been motivated to control access of persons through a controlled door (Dunhame: 
abstract, lines 1-4). 

4) Claims 11-12, 21-22 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being un-patentable 
over Martin in view of Varma, and further in view of Yulkowski (U.S 6,049,287) 
In referrins to claims Hand 22^ the limitation: 

Martin - Varma discloses the invention substantially as disclosed in claims 1 and 20, but 
does not explicitly teach wherein each key owner has one or more keys for the door, and the door 
control/lock assembly includes two or more identification devices which are different from each 
other 

However Yulkowski discloses a door system v^th electrical components associated 
therewith for sensing and reacting to emergency conditions. In this invention, Yulkowski 
discloses a controller may be an access control device has both a "keypad and card reader" those 
are equivalent to "identification devices". Yulkowski taught that the card reader may be used to 
insert or slide a card to unlock or lock door, and the key-pad allows the input of an identification 
code to controller to allow the door to unlock or lock, see (Yulkowski: column 4, lines 59-67). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify "door control unit" of Martin- Varma to "door controller" may be 
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an access control device as a key-pad and a card reader, wherein key-pad allows the input of 
identification code and card reader to insert or slide a card therethrough to unlock or lock the 
door is taught in Yulkowski. The combination would have been obvious because on of ordinary 
skill in the art would have been motivated to provide various degrees of security (Yulkowski: 
column 5, lines 1-4). 

In referrin2 to claim 12, the limitation: 

Martin - Varma discloses the invention substantially as disclosed in claim 11, but does 
not explicitly teach wherein the key owner is authorized for access to the door by using all or 
several of the keys 

However Yulkowski discloses a controller may be an access control device has both 
"keypad and card reader" those are equivalent to "identification devices". Yulkowski taught that 
the card reader and the keypad may intersect so that both a card and an identification code are 
required to gain access within an opening, see (Yulkowski: column 4, lines 59-67). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify "door control unit" of Martin - Varma to "door controller" so that 
both a card identification and an identification code are required to gain access within an opening 
as taught in Yulkowski. The combination would have been obvious because on of ordinary skill 
in the art would have been motivated to provide various degrees of security (Yulkowski: column 
5, lines 1-4). 

In referrins to claim 2L the limitation: 
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Martin - Varma discloses the invention substantially as disclosed in claim 20, but does 
not explicitly teach storing two or more different unique key signatures for the user whereby all 
of the different key signatures are required to gain access to the door" is not disclosed by Martin 

However Yulkowski discloses a controller may be an access control device has both 
"keypad and card reader" those are equivalent to "identification devices", that means each 
identification device must has predetermined key signature for the user. Yulkowski taught that 
card reader and keypad may intersect so that both a card and an identification code are required 
to gain access within an opening, see (Yulkowski: column 4, lines 59-67). 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify "door control unit" of Martin - Varma to "door controller" so that 
both a card identification and an identification code are required to gain access within an opening 
as taught in Yulkowski. The combination would have been obvious because on of ordinary skill 
in the art would have been motivated to provide various degrees of security (Yulkowski: column 
5, lines 1-4). 

5) Claims 6-7, 19, 23, 26, 27 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being un- 
patentable over Martin in view of Varma, and further in view of Kalajan (U.S 6,006,258) 
In referrins to claims 6, 23, 26: 

Martin- Varma discloses the invention substantially as disclosed in claim 1, fiirther 
includes wherein the door/key administering system includes a door/key administering server 
system" is matched: (Martin discloses a control system which may be located at a central control 
center, this system includes a "computer" is equivalent to "door/key administering server" that 



Application/Control Number: 10/004,340 Page 19 

Art Unit: 2132 

stores identity of rooms and doors and "associated credit cards" which is equivalent to "room 
keys": column 3, lines 44-49; column 4, lines 66-67; column 5, lines -32; column 7, lines 30-44) 

But Martin- Varma does not disclose the communications network includes an Intemet 
Protocol communication. 

However Kalajan discloses method of remote access destination network resources 
through transport protocols, see (Kalajan: column 3, lines 5-27). Kalajan's method meets the 
limitation "wherein the communications network includes an IP (Intemet Protocol) 
communications network." 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify "computer" of Martin- Varma to "server" which is remotely 
access through an Intemet protocol by client or employee as taught in Kalajan. The combination 
would have been obvious because on of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to 
remotely access destination network resources through Intemet protocols, see (Kalajan: column 
3, lines 5-27). 

In referrins to claims 7, 79. 27, the limitation: 

Martin - Varma discloses the invention substantially as disclosed in claims 1, 6 and 25, 
but does not explicitly teach wherein the door control/lock assembly and the door and key 
administering server system are adapted to be controlled via a web browser operatively 
connected to the IP commxmications network" does not disclose by Martin 

However, Kalajan discloses an employee can access "server" which is equivalent to 
"door/key administering server" by using a web browser through IP network, see (Kalajan: 
column 3, lines 50-67). Kalajan's method meets the limitation "Wherein the door control/lock 
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assembly and the door/key administering server system are adapted to be controlled via a web 
browser operatively connected to the IP communications network." 

It would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to modify "computer" of Martin - Varma to "server" which is remotely 
access through an Internet protocol by client or employee as taught in Kaiajan, The combination 
would have been obvious because on of ordinary skill in the art would have been motivated to 
remotely access destination network resources through Intemet protocols, see (Kaiajan: column 
3, lines 5-27). 

6) Claims 37-38 are rejected under 35 U.S.C 103(a) as being un-patentable over 
Martin in view of Varma, and further in view of Saliga (U.S 5,397,884) 
In referrins to claims 37-38: 

Martin- Varma discloses the invention substantially as disclosed in claim 36, but does not 
explicitly disclose wherein the security settings includes a setting specifying who is authorized at 
specific times to the door 

However, Saliga discloses method of setting a predetermined authorization time period, 
see (Saliga: column 2, lines 60-67; column 3, lines 1-50) 

Thus, it would have been obvious to a person of ordinary skill in the art at the time the 
invention was made to combine Saliga's ideas of the hotel staff changes access code for card 
reader with Martin- Varma' s system in order to set the predetermined authorization time period 
for door opening, see (Saliga: column 3, lines 1-50) 



Application/Control Number: 10/004,340 Page 21 

Art Unit: 2132 



Conclusion 

Applicant's amendment necessitated the new ground(s) of rejection presented in this 
Office action. Accordingly, THIS ACTION IS MADE FINAL. See MPEP § 706.07(a). 
Applicant is reminded of the extension of time policy as set forth in 37 CFR 1.136(a). 

A shortened statutory period for reply to this final action is set to expire THREE 
MONTHS fi-om the mailing date of this action. In the event a first reply is filed within TWO 
MONTHS of the mailing date of this final action and the advisory action is not mailed until after 
the end of the THREE-MONTH shortened statutory period, then the shortened statutory period 
will expire on the date the advisory action is mailed, and any extension fee pursuant to 37 
CFR 1.136(a) will be calculated from the mailing date of the advisory action. In no event, 
however, will the statutory period for reply expire later than SIX MONTHS fi-om the date of this 
final action. 

Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications fi-om the 
examiner should be directed to Ian dai thi truong whose telephone number is 571-272-7959. The 
examiner can normally be reached on monday- friday fi-om 8:30am to 5:00 pm. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessfiil, the examiner's 
supervisor, David Wiley can be reached on (571) 272-3923. The fax phone number for the 
organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 703-872-9306. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the Patent 
Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for published applications 
may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. Status information for unpublished 
applications is available through Private PAIR only. For more information about the PAIR 
system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should you have questions on access to the Private PAIR 
system, contact the Electronic Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). 



Lan Dai Thi Truong 
Examiner 
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